Gary, Raul, 


2/25/70 


x have finally resumed going over :ny Archives correspondence file 
to make a list of requests and responses, to stow wist i didn't get. It will 
take much time and be tedious. — owever, -*• have gust ntoiced whet I think may 
interest you because of your current Crafard interest. I triend for a long 
time to get tne Crof&ra exhibit of the - -ub y phoue/n dc.ro o s bo~ k. They sent me 
Armstrong. I kept asking for Craf&rd. They said they were identical. I still 
kept asking and we s finally told, under date of 7/5/68 (you should both have this 
Rhoads let ter) "There is, in fact, no separate copy of the exhibit filed as 
Crafard Exhibit 5204". I just do not believe it. 

In every case where an exhibit was reintroduced of which I kr.ow they 
did, in fact, give the seme document the new nu ifcer. Where they referred, es 
with the Pizzo picture, a cute touch, they cited the existing Sx No. 'In this case 
they did not refer to the Armstrong exhibit, they entered a xerox as 3 hew 
exhibit er:i that must exist somewhere. I nice there is something in the 
testimony I do not re cell bearing on this. 

1 suppose there is always the exception to tuj uaycrying practise. 

Unti L tuis is established as the exception, 1 svu .vc ti should be by tne rule. 

if I find anything else cu this *s I go, date by p- infill acts. I’ll 
let you know. 


